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• NIRPC is serving Lake, Porter and LaPorte counties in northwest 
Indiana as a council of local governments that provides a forum 
for Northwest Indiana elected officials to address regional 
issues relating to:
 NIRPC also functions as the Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (MPO) for Northwest Indiana. We work 
with federal and state transportation departments and 
local transit operators to prioritize and fund regional 
transportation projects.

• The NWI region is expected to add 170,000 people and 80,000 
new jobs by 2040 
Accommodating this growth will 
• Overburden the region’s transportation network
• Increase development pressure on the region’s natural lands, 
farmland and forest lands.
• Vacant land already exists in urbanized areas of existing 
communities. 
• However, the development trend has been shifting away from 
the more historically urban portions of the region and into 
unincorporated areas.  
• Existing land supply meets the growth needs and demands 
through 2040.
New strategies are needed to address this growth

• To encourage livability and accessibility, NIRPC has called for 
transit-oriented development and Livable Centers Initiative in 
the 2040 Plan. 
• Livable Centers Initiative is one of the principal urban 
framework strategies for the 2040 Comprehensive Regional 
Plan, which is fundamental to achieve the preferred regional 
strategy for land use, transportation and environmental 
balance in Northwest Indiana. 
Livable Centers Initiative (LCI)
Creating Livable Communities (CLC) Funding Program 
- Mainstreaming Transit-Oriented 
Development in the Metropolitan Transportation Planning 
Process
With the passage of SAFETEA-LU the Safe-Accountable, Flexible, 
Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users in 2005
 Congress expanded the scope of transportation planning  with land use 
and economic development, supporting  smart growth and Transit-
Oriented Development (TOD). 
Policy Formation and Decision-making
 Adopt TOD goals, objectives, policies, and performance measures in 
the long-range transportation plan; 
 Use Improvement smart growth criteria for priorit izing in the 
Transportation Program (TIP); 
Resource Allocation for Planning and Implementation
 Conduct technical studies that highlight specific regional 
opportunities for smart growth and TOD; 
 Include funding for TOD joint-developments in the TIP; 
 Create a grant program to fund local smart growth plans in the 
Unified Planning Work program (UPWP).
Summary of case study related to livable center, including: 
• Thomas Jefferson Planning District Commission (TJPDC) for Jefferson 
Area Eastern Planning Initiative - Building Livable Communities
• San Diego Area Council of Governments (SANDAG) Transportation 
Enhancement Activities (TEA) Program 
• The San Francisco Bay Area Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s 
(MTC)Transportation for Livable Communities Program
• City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County Transit 
Oriented Development (TOD) Incentive Program 
• The Sacramento Area Council of Government’s Community Design 
Grant Program
• City of Austin Smart Growth Incentive Program (Non-MPO) 
• Atlanta Region Commission (ARC) Livable Center Initiative Program
• Houston-Galveston Region, Texas (H-GAC) Livable Center Incentives
• This report has been 
developed in response to 
widespread interest for 
improving both mobility 
choices and community 
character through a 
commitment to creating 
and enhancing walkable 
communities. 
Livable Centers clustering many different 
land uses in a compact area gives people 
the opportunity to accomplish various 
activities without using a car.
• Livable Centers make it easy to 
reach multiple destinations by foot, 
bicycle, car or transit.
• A well-designed street and sidewalk 
system provides good connectivity 
and safety for everyone.
• Livable Centers concentrate housing, 
employment, shopping, and 




• Jobs and housing
• On-street, shared, structured or rear parking areas
• Transit stops and amenities
• Traditional street grid
• Access management
• Pedestrian-friendly speed limits
• Short block lengths 
• Bicycle lanes 
• Wide sidewalks
• Public spaces
• Minimal building setbacks
• Existing infrastructure
• Compact, mixed use development- building facing 
streets
• Short block length (400’-600’)
• Having unique and distinct design characteristic
with shops offer local products and services
• Many Access options including pedestrian lanes, 
bike lanes, trails, transit, and roadways
• Convenient, safe and easy street crossing
• Well-maintained public streets
• Public gathering places
• Serving different activities that occurred both 




• Analyze region as a whole
• Block Size
• Street Grid
• Population, housing, and employment density
• Proximity of schools, civic halls, transit, and trails
• Read the municipality’s plans and past projects
• Learned about current projects and initiatives
• Met with individual municipality planners and other staff
• Listened to their plans, hopes, and considerations for their town or 
city


































   
